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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 3/22/06 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Faccinn (US 
2002012795). 

Faccinn discloses a telecommunications method comprising processing a detection point 
attach (Figs 1, 3-5, 7-11, activate PDP context procedure at SGSN); an SGSN requesting PDP 
context activation (Figs 1, 3-5, 7-11, activate PDP context procedure at SGSN); and triggering an 
SIP request (Page 8, Sec [1 14-1 15]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 5 and 1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Surdila 
(US 20020110104). 

Regarding claims 1, 5 and 11, Surdila discloses a telecommunications system (Fig 2) 
comprising a Serving GPRS support node (SGSN) (Fig 2, Ref 17) adapted to interface to a 
mobile station (Fig 2, Ref 14 or 32) and a gateway GPRS support node (GGSN) (Fig 2, ref 19) 
adapted to couple to a packet network (Fig 2, Ref 50) and SIP server (Fig 2, Ref 25 and 27) in 
order to provide multimedia services to said mobile station. However, Surdila fails to disclose 
said SGSN includes a Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) user agent for interfacing to a SIP 
application server, to provide multimedia services to said mobile station. In the same field of 
endeavor, Surdila discloses a hybrid gateway (Fig 2, ref 51) which includes a UAC (Fig 3, Ref 
58) for interface with the SIP server (Fig 2, Ref 25 and 27). 

Since, it has been held that there would be no invention in shifting the location parts, In 
re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to apply a UAC function into the 
SGSN into the teaching of Surdila. The motivation would have been to reduce the cost of the 
system. 
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6. Claims 2-3, 6-10 and 12-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Surdila in view of Faccinn (US 20020127995). 

Regarding claims 2-3, Surdila fails to disclose said SGSN adapted to initiate a PDP 
context activation procedure if said SGSN determines, or an other network function/entity 
instructs the SGSN, that such a PDP context activation is needed to support further services and 
said PDP activation procedure adapted to be implemented at DP attach or other detection points. 
In the same field of endeavor, Faccinn discloses SGSN adapted to initiate a PDP context 
activation procedure if said SGSN determines, or an other network function/entity instructs the 
SGSN, that such a PDP context activation is needed to support further services and said PDP 
activation procedure adapted to be implemented at DP attach or other detection points (Figs 1, 3- 
5, 7-11, activate PDP context procedure at SGSN). 

Since, Surdila discloses a GPRS network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to apply activate PDP context 
procedure at SGSN for further services as disclosed by Faccinn into the teaching of Surdila. The 
motivation would have been to reduce the cost of the system. 

Regarding claims 6-7 and 12-13, Surdila fails to disclose said SGSN and said SIP 
application server adapted to implement an operator owned PDP context activation and said 
operator owned PDP activation procedure adapted to be implemented at DP attach or other 
detection points. In the same field of endeavor, Faccinn discloses said SGSN and said SIP 
application server adapted to implement an operator owned PDP context activation and said 
operator owned PDP activation procedure adapted to be implemented at DP attach or other 
detection points (Figs 1, 3-5, 7-11, activate PDP context procedure at SGSN). 
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Since, Surdila discloses a GPRS network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to apply said SGSN and said SIP 
application server adapted to implement an operator owned PDP context activation and said 
operator owned PDP activation procedure adapted to be implemented at DP attach or other 
detection points as disclosed by Faccinn into the teaching of Surdila. The motivation would have 
been to reduce the cost of the system. 

Regarding claims 8-10 and 14-16, Surdila and Faccinn fail to disclose said SGSN and 
said SIP application server adapted to implement push services, presence status and push prepaid 
recharging service. However, the examiner take an official notice that a method and system for 
implementing push services, presence status and push prepaid recharging service at SGSN and 
said SIP application server are well known and expected in the art at the time on invention was 
made. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to apply these functions into the teaching of Surdila and Faccinn. The 
motivation would have to detect a device online, performing billing, provide information to the 
users. 

7. Claims 17-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haumont (WO 
0010357) in view of Patil (US 20020120746). 

Haumont discloses a method in a GPRS network (Fig 1) comprising requesting a DP 
attach from a mobile station to an SGSN (Page 1, line 30 to page 2, line 14); requesting a PDP 
context activation from said SGSN to said mobile station (Fig 6, Ref 6-3); performing a PDP 
context activation in response to said requesting (Fig 6, Ref 6-4). However, Haumont fails to 
disclose pushing content such web page to said mobile station from a SIP application sever. In 
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the same field of endeavor, Patil discloses a SIP applicant server for pushing a web page to the 
mobile (Page 1, Sec 4). 

Since, Patil suggests that a GPRS network includes a SIP server and mobile. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to apply a SEP server for pushing web page to the mobile as disclosed by Patil into the 
system and method of Haumont. The motivation would have to integrate the SiP application into 
GPRS in order to provide multimedia service and reduce the cost of a system. 

Regarding claim 19, Haumont and Patil fail to disclose implement push prepaid 

recharging service. However, the examiner take an official notice that a method and system for 

i 

implementing push prepaid recharging service at SGSN and said SIP application server are well 
known and expected in the art at the time on invention was made. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to apply the 
function into the teaching of Haumont and Patil. The motivation would have to perform billing. 
8. Claim 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Surdila (US 
200201 10104) in view of Glitho (USP 6940847). 

Surdila discloses a telecommunications system (Fig 2) comprising a Serving GPRS 
support node (SGSN) (Fig 2, Ref 17) adapted to interface to a mobile station (Fig 2, Ref 14 or 
32) and a gateway GPRS support node (GGSN) (Fig 2, ref 19) adapted to couple to a packet 
network (Fig 2, Ref 50) and SIP server (Fig 2, Ref 25 and 27) in order to provide multimedia 
services to said mobile station. However, Surdila fails to disclose said SGSN includes a Session 
Initiation Protocol (SIP) user agent for interfacing to a SIP application server, to provide 
multimedia services to said mobile station and a camel service environment and said SGSN is 
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configured to determine if an event is triggered to the CAMEL service or the SIP user agent. In 
the same field of endeavor, Surdila discloses a hybrid gateway (Fig 2, ref 51) which includes a 
UAC (Fig 3, Ref 58) for interface with the SIP server (Fig 2, Ref 25 and 27) and Glitho discloses 
a detection point for detecting camel or SIP service in order to create the service (col. 3, lines 5- 
32). 

Since, it has been held that there would be no invention in shifting the location parts, In 
reJapikse, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950) and Glitho suggests GSM and packet network. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to apply a SIP and CAMEL service as disclosed by Glitho into the SGSN of Surdila. The 
motivation would have been to reduce the cost of the system by creating universal system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven HD Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3159. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571) 272-3134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



\ 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Steven HD Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 
July 6, 2006 



